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Abstract—Hyperspectral image (HSI) classification plays a
pivotal role in domains such as environmental monitoring,
agriculture, and urban planning. However, it faces significant
challenges due to the high-dimensional nature of the data
and the complex spectral-spatial relationships inherent in HSI.
Traditional methods, including conventional machine learning
and convolutional neural networks (CNNs), often struggle to
effectively capture these intricate spectral-spatial features and
global contextual information. Transformer-based models, while
powerful in capturing long-range dependencies, often demand
substantial computational resources, posing challenges in sce-
narios where labeled datasets are limited, as is commonly seen
in HSI applications. To overcome these challenges, this work
proposes GraphMamba, a hybrid model that combines spectral-
spatial token generation, graph-based token prioritization, and
cross-attention mechanisms. The model introduces a novel hy-
bridization of state-space modeling and Gated Recurrent Units
(GRU), capturing both linear and nonlinear spatial-spectral
dynamics. This approach enhances the ability to model complex
spatial-spectral relationships while maintaining scalability and
computational efficiency across diverse HSI datasets. Through
comprehensive experiments, we demonstrate that GraphMamba
outperforms existing state-of-the-art models, offering a scalable
and robust solution for complex HSI classification tasks.

Index Terms—Graph Network; State-space Model; Hyperspec-
tral Imaging (HSI); HSI Classification.

I. INTRODUCTION

HYPERSPECTRAL IMAGING (HSI) plays a vital role in
remote sensing, supporting applications such as environ-

mental monitoring, urban planning, and agricultural manage-
ment [1]. HSI classification aims to accurately classify materi-
als or land cover types based on the rich spectral information
provided by hyperspectral data [2]. This process is crucial for
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crop monitoring, land use planning, and environmental change
detection.

However, HSI classification faces several challenges. Firstly,
HSI data typically contain hundreds of spectral bands, leading
to high dimensionality. This high-dimensional space can cause
issues such as the curse of dimensionality, making it difficult to
extract meaningful features without losing important informa-
tion [3]. Secondly, HSIs often suffer from spectral redundancy,
where neighboring pixels exhibit highly correlated spectral
responses [4], [5]. This redundancy increases computational
complexity and makes differentiating materials with similar
spectral profiles harder. Thirdly, the scarcity of labeled data
in remote sensing applications poses a significant limitation,
as labeling large datasets is costly and time-consuming [6],
[7]. Additionally, hyperspectral data may be affected by noise,
sensor imperfections, and atmospheric interference, further
complicating the classification process. These factors neces-
sitate the development of advanced methods capable of fully
utilizing both spectral and spatial information in HSI data [8],
[9].

To address these challenges, various techniques have been
proposed, ranging from traditional machine learning methods
to advanced deep learning approaches [10]. These methods
aim to effectively capture both spectral and spatial information
in HSIs, enabling more accurate and robust classification. Tra-
ditional methods like Support Vector Machines (SVMs) [11]
and Random Forests [12] rely heavily on spectral information,
treating each pixel independently [13]. While these methods
have achieved some success, they often fail to capture spatial
context, resulting in noisy classifications [14]. Moreover, the
high dimensionality of HSI data exacerbates the ”curse of
dimensionality” [15], [16], and these models require hand-
crafted features that may not fully capture the spectral-spatial
relationships inherent in HSI data [17], [18].

In contrast, convolutional neural networks (CNNs) have
made substantial progress in HSI classification by learning
hierarchical features directly from raw data [19]–[23]. CNNs
are particularly effective at incorporating both spectral and
spatial information [24], [25]. However, CNNs have limita-
tions in capturing spectral and spatial correlations simulta-
neously [26]. While 2D CNNs prioritize spatial features and
neglect spectral details, 3D CNNs handle both dimensions but
at the cost of increased computational complexity and reduced
interpretability [27], [28]. Additionally, CNNs’ local receptive
fields limit their ability to model global relationships, leading
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to suboptimal classification results, particularly in complex
land cover scenarios [29], [30].

More recently, attention mechanisms and transformer-based
models have shown promising results [31]–[34]. These mod-
els excel at capturing long-range dependencies and global
contextual information, making them well-suited for HSI
classification [35]. However, transformers are computationally
intensive due to their quadratic complexity, which can de-
mand significant resources when working with large datasets,
particularly in HSI applications where labeled samples are
scarce [36]. These models also require large amounts of
labeled data to achieve optimal performance, which remains
a challenge in HSI classification [37], [38]. To address these
limitations, graph-based transformer models have been intro-
duced. However, these models face computational and memory
challenges due to the quadratic complexity of self-attention
combined with graph-based operations [39], [40]. Addition-
ally, graph-based networks can suffer from over-smoothing,
where repeated information passing leads to a loss of feature
distinctiveness [41]. The reliance on graph structures also
makes these models sensitive to noise and graph construction
errors, requiring careful tuning [42].

The Vision and Spatial-Spectral Mamba models aim to
reduce the computational complexity of transformers while
optimizing spectral-spatial tokenization and state-space mod-
eling for HSI classification [43]–[47]. The WaveMamba model
incorporates wavelet transformations into the Spatial-Spectral
Mamba architecture, enhancing HSI classification by capturing
both fine-grained local textures and global contextual patterns
[48]. Similarly, the Spatial-Spectral Morphological Mamba
model [49] integrates morphological operations with a state-
space model (SSM) framework to address the computational
challenges of transformers.

The MambaHSI model [43] advances Mamba’s efficient
long-range modeling capabilities by incorporating spatial and
spectral Mamba blocks, which adaptively model spatial-
spectral interactions in hyperspectral data. The Mamba-in-
Mamba (MiM) framework [50] innovates HSI classification
by leveraging Mamba-Cross-Scan (MCS) transformations and
tokenized feature learning. Its integration of multi-scale loss
and enhanced semantic tokenization achieves robust perfor-
mance, especially in remote sensing applications with limited
training data. HyperMamba [51] introduces a spectral-spatial
adaptive architecture through Spatial Neighborhood Adap-
tive Scanning (SNAS) and Spectral Adaptive Enhancement
Scanning (SAES), achieving state-of-the-art performance on
multiple HSI datasets. Similarly, the Local Enhanced Mamba
(LE-Mamba) network [45] employs a Local Enhanced Spatial
SSM (LES-S6) and Central Region Spectral SSM (CRS-S6)
for precise spatial-spectral integration, coupled with a Multi-
Scale Convolutional Gated Unit (MSCGU) for robust feature
aggregation and improved classification.

The HLMamba model [52] enhances classification perfor-
mance by integrating hyperspectral and LiDAR data through
a Gradient Joint Algorithm (GJA) for edge contour extraction
and a Multimodal Mamba Fusion Module (MMFM) to capture
complex interrelationships and long-distance dependencies in
multimodal datasets. The Spatial-Spectral Interaction Super-

Resolution CNN-Mamba Fusion Network [53] addresses low-
resolution HSIs and high-resolution multispectral images by
leveraging mutual guidance for computational efficiency. This
model extracts local and global features to enhance image fu-
sion and improve classification accuracy, solidifying Mamba’s
position as a versatile and powerful architecture for HSI
analysis.

While Mamba models have shown promising results, they
still face challenges in effectively balancing spectral and spa-
tial information, often leading to underutilization of spectral
features or overemphasis on spatial details [54]. Scalability
across datasets with varying spectral band numbers is also
an issue, potentially limiting their generalization capabilities.
The GraphMamba model proposes to address these limitations
by employing advanced spectral-spatial feature extraction and
integration techniques.

1) A dual convolutional framework is proposed to effi-
ciently extract and tokenize both spectral and spatial
features. Unlike traditional approaches, spectral tok-
enization utilizes 1×1 convolutions to precisely isolate
spectral variations, while spatial tokenization employs
3×3 convolutions to effectively capture local spatial
contexts. A dense projection layer follows, ensuring
the generation of compact yet highly expressive token
representations, optimizing both feature richness and
computational efficiency.

2) This work presents a novel graph tokenization module
that dynamically prioritizes tokens through learnable
scoring mechanisms. The prioritized tokens are modeled
as graph nodes, with edges defined by an adjacency
matrix computed from their similarities. In contrast to
existing approaches that treat tokens independently, this
design explicitly encodes inter-token relationships, facil-
itating efficient information propagation and capturing
the structural dependencies intrinsic to hyperspectral
data.

3) A cross-attention layer is introduced to dynamically
facilitate interactions between spectral and spatial to-
kens. By leveraging learnable attention weights, the
module highlights critical spectral-spatial correlations,
effectively enhancing discriminative feature representa-
tion while reducing redundancy.

4) A fusion layer is designed to integrate the outputs of
the graph-based modeling and attention mechanisms
through a learnable projection scheme. This approach
ensures the seamless combination of global structural
patterns from the graph and local contextual interactions
from attention, producing robust and highly discrimina-
tive feature representations for classification tasks.

5) A hybrid SSM is proposed, incorporating a GRU to
effectively capture spectral-spatial dependencies in HSI
data. Unlike traditional SSMs that depend solely on
linear state transitions, the GRU introduces nonlinear
transitions, enabling the modeling of complex spatial-
spectral dynamics. This hybrid design enhances the
model’s capacity to encode long-range dependencies and
intricate spatial-spectral patterns while preserving the
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Fig. 1: The proposed model processes the input HSI by slicing it into spatial and spectral patches for feature extraction. Spatial
tokens, capturing spatial patterns, are generated via spatial convolutions, while spectral tokens, emphasizing spectral features,
are obtained through spectral convolutions. A graph token prioritization module computes importance scores for these tokens,
enabling the construction of a graph adjacency matrix that effectively captures spatial-spectral relationships. A cross-attention
mechanism further refines the tokens by facilitating interactions between prioritized tokens, which are then fused with the
graph output. This fused information is passed through a hybrid SSM layer, which seamlessly integrates spatial and spectral
dependencies for robust classification. The arrows indicate data flow between modules, with bold arrows representing the
primary flow and dashed arrows illustrating state transitions. This architecture ensures efficient feature extraction and enhanced
classification performance.

core principles of state-space modeling.
In summary, the integration of graph-based token prioritiza-
tion, cross-attention, and state-space mechanisms presents a
novel solution to address the limitations of existing SSMs in
HSI classification.

II. METHODOLOGY

An HSI cube X = {xi, yi} ∈ RH×W×B consists of
spectral vectors xi = xi,1, xi,2, xi,3, . . . , xi,B , where each xi

represents the spectral information of pixel i, and yi denotes
the corresponding class label of xi. Here, H and W represent
the spatial dimensions (height and width) of the HSI, and
B represents the number of spectral bands. Each pixel i is
associated with a spectral vector xi ∈ RB . The notation
{xi,1, xi,2, . . . , xi,B} represents the values of the spectral
bands for pixel i, and yi is an integer indicating the class
to which the pixel belongs.

The HSI cube is initially divided into overlapping 3D
patches. Each patch is centered at the spatial coordinates (α, β)
and covers S×S pixels across the spectral bands B. A patch
is a 3D subregion of the HSI cube, encompassing both spatial
and spectral information. The patch is centered at the spatial

coordinates (α, β), with a spatial size of S×S and a spectral
size of B. The total number of extracted patches, denoted by
m, is given by m = (H − S + 1)× (W − S + 1), assuming
patches are extracted with a stride of 1. If the stride s is less
than the patch size S, the patches will overlap. The overlap
ratio r is defined as r = 1 − s

S , indicating the proportion of
overlap between adjacent patches. If s = S, there is no overlap
(r = 0). If s < S, the patches overlap, and the overlap ratio
increases as the stride decreases. The complete structure of
the proposed GraphMamba model is presented in Figure 1.

A. Spatial and Spectral Token Generation

This work proposes a dual convolutional framework for
the tokenization of spectral and spatial features. This ap-
proach utilizes two types of convolutions, each optimized
for a specific task. Spectral variations are captured using
1×1 convolutions (shown in Equation 1), which focus on
processing the spectral dimension of the hyperspectral data.
By applying these convolutions across channels, spectral tok-
enization isolates important spectral features and variations,
ensuring that the spectral characteristics of each pixel are
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preserved. This operation allows the model to focus on inter-
channel dependencies and spectral correlations without mixing
spatial information.

In contrast, spatial tokenization employs 3×3 convolutions,
which capture local spatial relationships between neighboring
pixels (shown in Equation 2). These convolutions enable the
model to identify spatial patterns and context by considering
the surrounding pixels within a local receptive field. Spatial
tokenization ensures that the spatial context around each pixel
is accurately represented, which is crucial for understanding
spatial layouts and structures in the HSI. After tokenizing the
spectral and spatial features, the resulting tokens are passed
through a dense projection layer, which maps them into a
compact, expressive representation. This layer ensures that
both spectral and spatial tokens can be effectively integrated
for downstream tasks. The spatial features are denoted by X Sp,
and the spectral features are denoted by X Spc, calculated as
follows:

X Sp = σ
(
Xi ∗Wi + bi

)
∈ RB×NSp×F (1)

X Spc = σ
(
Xi ∗Wi + bi

)
∈ RB×NSpc×F (2)

where X i represents the input patch, Wi and bi are the
weights and biases, respectively, NSp and NSpc denote the
number of spatial and spectral tokens, respectively, and F
represents the feature dimension, indicating the depth of the
feature maps. The output is activated using the ReLU function
σ(.) to introduce non-linearity. The spatial and spectral tokens
are then concatenated along the feature dimension to form a
combined token matrix:

T =

[
X Sp

X Spc

]
∈ RB×(NSp+NSpc)×F (3)

The concatenation operation stacks the spatial and spectral
tokens along the feature dimension, forming a combined
token matrix T . This matrix contains information from both
spatial and spectral features, which can be further processed
in subsequent layers.

B. Token Prioritization and Graph Construction

A dense layer is applied to compute the prioritization scores
for each token:

S =
(
T ∗WT + bT

)
∈ RB×(NSp+NSpc)×1 (4)

where WT is a learned weight matrix and bT is a bias term.
This operation projects the features into a new space where
the output values, S, can take any real values. To ensure non-
negative and interpretable prioritization scores, we apply a
ReLU activation function:

S = max(0,S) (5)

The ReLU activation function clips any negative values to
zero, resulting in a non-negative score. These scores are then
used to indicate the relative importance of different elements,
with higher values signifying greater priority in the subsequent
process. This mechanism ensures that the computed prioriti-
zation scores are valid and easy to interpret. The output, S,

contains the prioritization scores for each token, reflecting their
importance. The indices of the top N prioritized tokens are
selected based on these scores.

I = TopIndices
(
S, N

)
∈ RB×N (6)

Using the prioritized indices I, the prioritized tokens are
gathered:

XPro = Gather
(
T , I

)
∈ RB×N×F (7)

To model the relationships between the prioritized tokens, an
adjacency matrix A is calculated as the dot product of XPro
with itself:

A = XPro · X T
Pro ∈ RB×N×N (8)

The adjacency matrix A represents the relationships between
the prioritized tokens. The dot product operation computes the
similarity between tokens, forming the edges of the graph. This
matrix is then used to aggregate information from neighboring
tokens by multiplying it with the prioritized tokens, which
helps capture contextual information across the graph. Finally,
the graph output is computed by multiplying the adjacency
matrix with the prioritized tokens:

Y = A · XPro ∈ RB×N×F (9)

Finally, this output is passed through another dense layer to
obtain the final result:

Ŷ = σ
(
Y ∗WY + bY

)
∈ RB×N×F (10)

where F is the number of output channels specified for the
layer. The details about graph token prioritization, permuta-
tions, and graph embeddings are presented in Figure 2.

C. Cross-Attention Mechanism

The spatial tokens X Sp and spectral tokens X Spc are trans-
formed into query, key, and value representations for the cross-
attention mechanism, as shown in Figure 3:

Q ∈ RB×NSp×F ;K ∈ RB×NSpc×F ;V ∈ RB×NSp×F (11)

The attention weights are computed using the dot product of
the query and key matrices, followed by a Softmax operation
to normalize the scores:

AWeights = Softmax
(
Q ·KT

√
dk

)
∈ RB×NSp×NSpc (12)

where dk is the dimensionality of the key representations.
The final output of the Cross-Attention layer is obtained by
applying the attention weights to the value representations:

Aoutput = (AWeights · V ) ∈ RB×NSp×F (13)
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Fig. 2: Visualization of permuted tokens with embeddings.
Each node represents a token, categorized by degree order:
Low (red), Mid (blue), and High (yellow). Below each node,
small colored squares illustrate different embeddings, with
distinct colors used to emphasize varying embedding represen-
tations. The arrangement highlights the distribution and variety
of embeddings for different tokens in a visual format.

Spatial Tokens Spectral Tokens

Query Q Key K

Value V

A = softmax(QKT

√
dk

)

Output (A · V )

Fig. 3: Cross Attention Process over spatial and spectral
tokens.

D. GRU-based State Space Model

The projected graph output (Ŷ) and the attention output
(Aoutput) are concatenated along the second dimension after
applying a dense layer to both the graph and attention outputs:

O =

[
Ŷ

Aoutput

]
∈ RB×(NNodes+NSp)×F (14)

Finally, the input O is processed by SSM sequences:

zt = σ(Wz · xt + Uz · ht−1 + bz) (15)

rt = σ(Wr · xt + Ur · ht−1 + br) (16)

ĥt = tanh(Wh · xt + Uh · (rt ⊙ ht−1) + bh) (17)

ht = (1− zt)⊙ ht−1 + zt ⊙ ĥt (18)

The update gate (zt) controls how much of the previous state
to retain, while the reset gate (rt) determines how much of
the previous state to discard. The candidate hidden state (ĥt)
serves as a potential update for the hidden state, modulated
by the reset gate. The final hidden state ht is a weighted
combination of the previous state ht− 1 and the candidate
hidden state ĥt. The SSM processes the sequence of tokens
and generates a final hidden state, representing the information
learned from the sequence. Finally, a classifier is applied to
the final hidden state as follows:

y = σ(h ·Wclassifier)− λ|Wclassifier|22) (19)

The final hidden state is passed through the classifier to
generate the output predictions y. l2 regularization is applied to
prevent overfitting by penalizing large weights in the classifier,
with the regularization strength controlled by λ = 0.01.

III. EXPERIMENTAL DATASETS

To evaluate the performance of GraphMamba, it was tested
on several publicly available HSI datasets. The datasets used
in the experiments include Pavia University (PU), Pavia Center
(PC), Salinas (SA), University of Houston (UH), and WHU-
Hi-HanChuan (HC). Table I summarizes the key characteristics
of each dataset used.

TABLE I: Summary of the HSI datasets used for experimental
evaluation.

— SA UH PU PC HC
Sensor AVIRIS CASI ROSIS-03 ROSIS-03 Headwall Nano

Wavelength 350− 1050 350− 1050 430− 860 430− 860 400− 1000
Resolution 3.7m 2.5m 1.3m 1.3m 0.109m

Spatial 512× 217 340× 1905 610× 610 1096× 1096 1217× 303
Spectral 224 144 103 102 274
Classes 16 15 9 9 16
Source Aerial Aerial Aerial Aerial Aerial

The WHU-Hi-HanChuan (HC) dataset was collected on
June 17, 2016, from 17:57 to 18:46 in Hanchuan, Hubei
Province, China, using a 17-mm focal length Headwall Nano-
Hyperspec imaging sensor mounted on a Leica Aibot X6
UAV V1. The weather conditions were clear, with a tem-
perature of approximately 30◦C and a relative humidity of
about 70%. The study area is a rural-urban fringe featuring
buildings, water bodies, and cultivated land, including seven
crop species: strawberry, cowpea, soybean, sorghum, water
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spinach, watermelon, and greens. The UAV flew at an altitude
of 250m, capturing imagery at a resolution of 1217 × 303
pixels, with 274 spectral bands ranging from 400 to 1000
nm and a spatial resolution of approximately 0.109m. The
images contain numerous shadowed areas because the dataset
was acquired in the afternoon when the solar elevation angle
was low.

The Salinas (SA) dataset was collected by the 224-band
Airborne Visible/Infrared Imaging Spectrometer (AVIRIS)
sensor over Salinas Valley, California. It features high spatial
resolution with 3.7-meter pixels and covers an area of 512
lines by 217 samples. The dataset, available only as at-sensor
radiance data, includes vegetation, bare soils, and vineyard
fields. The ground truth for SA comprises 16 classes.

The University of Houston (UH) dataset, published by the
IEEE Geoscience and Remote Sensing Society in 2013 as part
of its Data Fusion Contest, was collected by the Compact
Airborne Spectrographic Imager (CASI). This dataset has
a spatial resolution of 2.5 meters per pixel (MPP), with
dimensions of 340 × 1905 pixels and 144 spectral bands
spanning wavelengths from 0.38 to 1.05 µm. The ground truth
includes 15 different land-cover classes.

Pavia University (PU) and Pavia Center (PC) are two
scenes acquired by the Reflective Optics System Imaging
Spectrometer (ROSIS) sensor during a flight campaign over
Pavia, northern Italy. The number of spectral bands is 102 for
PC and 103 for PU. PC is a 1096 × 1096 pixels image, while
PU is 610 × 610 pixels. The geometric resolution is 1.3 meters.
Both image ground truths differentiate nine classes each.

IV. ABLATION STUDY

The weights of the GraphMamba model were randomly
initialized and optimized over 50 epochs using the Adam
optimizer with a learning rate of 0.001 and cross-entropy loss.
The training was performed in mini-batches of 56 samples per
epoch. The embedding dimensions of the Mamba block and
the graph output nodes were set to 64, while the dimensions
for cross-attention and state space were configured to 128.
This configuration allowed the model to learn effectively by
minimizing the loss function. The optimal settings identified
from these experiments were subsequently used to evaluate
the GraphMamba model in comparison to other methods. All
experiments were conducted on a system with an Intel i9
processor, an RTX 4060 GPU, and 64GB of RAM, using
Jupyter Notebook in a Linux environment.

A. Impact of Training Samples

To identify the optimal performance, experiments were con-
ducted with various numbers of training samples, specifically
0.5%, 1%, 2%, 5%, 10%, 15%, 20%, and 25%. Testing these
different splits is crucial to assess how the model performs
with varying amounts of training data, which directly impacts
its accuracy and generalization capabilities. Additionally, de-
termining the most effective training ratio ensures that the
model remains robust even when data is limited.

The results in Figure 4 demonstrate the overall accuracy
(OA) of the GraphMamba model as a function of the training

data ratio. Accuracy consistently improves as the percentage of
training data increases. Notably, the HC dataset achieved the
highest accuracy of 97.69% with 10% of the data, highlighting
the model’s robustness with larger training sets. The PU, PC,
and SA datasets also performed well, with peak accuracies of
99.54%, 99.61%, and 99.71%, respectively. The UH dataset
showed significant gains, starting at 82.17% accuracy with
1% of the data and reaching 97.69% at 10%, illustrating the
model’s ability to enhance performance with more training
data. These findings emphasize GraphMamba’s effectiveness
in handling diverse datasets, demonstrating that the model’s
performance scales positively with increased data.

0.5% 1% 2% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25%

60

80

100

Percentage of Training Samples

O
A UH

PU
SA
HC
PC

Fig. 4: Overall accuracy (OA) across different datasets as a
function of the percentage of training samples, along with the
execution time for each run.

B. Impact of Attention and Graph Tokenization

This section presents the results of an ablation study de-
signed to evaluate the individual contributions of the graph
tokenization and attention mechanisms to the overall perfor-
mance of GraphMamba. Table II summarizes the model’s per-
formance under various configurations, specifically comparing
scenarios where only one mechanism is used versus when both
are integrated.

Graph-only Configuration: When the graph tokenization
is used without the attention mechanism, the model performs
well across all datasets, with notable improvements on datasets
that require capturing spatial dependencies, such as PU and
PC. For instance, the OA on the PC dataset reaches 95.04%.
However, the model’s performance is still lower compared to
when both mechanisms are integrated.

Attention-only Configuration: When only the attention
mechanism is employed, the model demonstrates competi-
tive performance, particularly on the SA and UH datasets.
However, the HC dataset shows a decrease in performance,
indicating that the attention mechanism alone may not fully
capture the spatial correlations necessary for more complex
tasks.

Combined Graph and Attention Configuration: The best
performance is achieved when both the graph tokenization
and attention mechanisms are integrated. This configuration
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TABLE II: Performance comparison of GraphMamba with different graph and attention configurations. The results highlight
the impact of integrating both graph tokenization and attention mechanisms on model performance.

Graph Attention HC UH SA PU PC
OA AA κ OA AA κ OA AA κ OA AA κ OA AA κ

✓ ✗ 87.3350 72.4539 85.1157 84.8436 84.4133 83.6200 94.1954 94.2040 93.5273 88.3345 80.3201 84.4336 95.0415 85.5914 92.9624
✗ ✓ 94.6825 89.8931 93.7803 94.2834 93.3364 94.1441 99.5566 99.5117 99.5063 99.5511 99.1814 99.4051 98.9065 97.4988 98.4550
✓ ✓ 97.3651 94.2446 96.9133 97.4979 97.1501 97.2951 99.8891 99.8803 99.8765 98.7422 97.5725 98.3333 99.4924 98.5007 99.2813
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Fig. 5: Comparison of training time, inference time, and memory usage across different datasets. The dataset sizes are as
follows: 512 × 217 × 224 for SA, 340 × 1905 × 144 for UH, 610 × 610 × 103 for PU, 1096 × 1096 × 102 for PC, and
1217× 303× 274 for HC. The HC dataset exhibits significantly higher training and inference times, indicating that its larger
size requires more time for both processes.

consistently outperforms the individual components across all
metrics. For instance, the PC dataset reaches an OA of 98.50%,
while PU achieves an OA of 99.89%. This highlights that the
synergy between both mechanisms enhances performance by
effectively capturing both global and local feature relation-
ships.

The results in Table II clearly show that while each mech-
anism contributes to the model’s performance, their com-
bination delivers superior results. The attention mechanism
improves the model’s focus on relevant features, while the
graph tokenization captures essential spatial dependencies for
HSI classification. Together, these mechanisms significantly
boost the model’s ability to generalize across diverse datasets,
positioning GraphMamba as a robust and effective method for
HSI classification.

C. Training Time, Inference Time, and Memory Requirements

In HSI classification tasks, training and inference time are
key metrics for assessing the model’s efficiency. Training time
refers to the duration required for the model to learn from
the training data, while inference time indicates how quickly
the trained model can generate predictions on new data. This
section presents both training and inference times to offer
insights into the computational demands of each dataset. These
metrics are particularly important in ablation studies, where
the objective is to evaluate the impact of different model
components. By comparing these times across datasets of
varying sizes, we gain a deeper understanding of how model
complexity, dataset size, and computational resources interact.

The results shown in Figure 5 illustrate the relative training
and inference times for each dataset. For example, the SA
dataset (512 × 217 × 224) exhibits a moderate training
time of 587 seconds and an inference time of 13 seconds,
indicating that the model requires a moderate amount of time

to learn from this dataset. In contrast, the HC dataset (1217 ×
303 × 274) shows significantly higher training and inference
times, at 2801 seconds and 64 seconds, respectively. This
suggests that the larger size of the HC dataset demands more
time for both training and inference. The PU dataset (610
× 610 × 103) demonstrates relatively lower training and
inference times, implying that smaller datasets may lead to
faster computations, but possibly at the cost of lower model
performance due to reduced data complexity. On the other
hand, the PC dataset (1096 × 1096 × 102) presents an
inverse trend, with a higher training time of 1573 seconds
but a relatively moderate inference time of 36 seconds. In
summary, the training and inference times not only reflect the
dataset sizes but also provide valuable insights into the model’s
scalability and efficiency.

To ensure a comprehensive understanding of the memory
requirements during model training, we employed an enhanced
method for estimating memory consumption. This approach
considers various components of memory usage, including
parameters, activations, gradients, and optimizer states. The
memory for parameters is calculated by multiplying the total
number of parameters by 4 bytes (assuming float32 precision).
Activation memory is estimated by iterating through each
layer of the model and computing the size of the output
tensors based on the layer’s output shape and batch size.
Gradient memory, which holds the computed gradients during
backpropagation, is approximated as equivalent to activation
memory. Additionally, the memory required for optimizer
states, such as momentum and velocity in Adam, is estimated
to be twice the memory for parameters. These components
are then summed to provide the total memory required during
training. While this method does not capture certain nuanced
aspects of memory usage, such as layer-specific optimization
or memory sharing in distributed environments, it provides a
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(a) PU (b) PC (c) SA (d) UH (e) HC (0.5% samples)

Fig. 6: t-SNE visualization of the learned feature representations for the PU, PC, SA, UH, and HC datasets, showcasing the
GraphMamba model’s ability to effectively distinguish and cluster features for classification in a lower-dimensional space.

TABLE III: The table presents OA, AA, κ coefficient, and the number of training parameters for various CNN, Transformer
models, and GraphMamba.

Measures 2DCNN 3DCNN HybCNN 2DIN 3DIN HyIN GraphCNN Hybrid-ViT Hir-ViT SSViT GraphMambaUH dataset
Parameters 1109055 15839231 1380351 10658493 189006375 4495511 510626 836559 16680533 836559 144272

Kappa 94.86 96.81 96.98 96.49 94.84 95.65 87.85 96.23 91.24 96.13 97.29
OA 95.25 97.05 97.21 96.75 95.23 95.98 88.77 96.51 91.89 96.42 97.49
AA 95.24 97.10 97.41 96.82 95.35 95.87 87.20 95.93 92.17 95.27 97.15

PU dataset
Parameters 1108281 16679759 1379577 10657587 189005985 4495121 510500 835017 16679759 835017 143498

Kappa 98.06 98.06 98.91 98.03 96.50 98.74 97.55 96.05 97.33 96.07 98.33
OA 98.54 98.54 99.18 98.51 97.36 99.05 98.15 97.02 97.99 97.03 98.74
AA 98.10 97.73 98.72 97.18 96.06 98.43 96.89 95.48 96.92 95.18 97.57

PC dataset
Parameters 1108281 15838457 1379577 10657587 189005985 4495121 510380 835017 16679759 835017 143498

Kappa 99.23 99.83 99.58 99.56 99.24 99.74 99.59 99.53 97.50 99.44 99.28
OA 99.46 99.88 99.70 99.69 99.47 99.82 99.71 99.66 98.23 99.60 99.49
AA 97.70 99.61 98.96 98.97 97.86 99.40 98.86 99.05 94.42 98.56 98.50

HC dataset
Parameters 1109184 15839360 1380480 10658644 189006440 4495576 510647 836816 16680662 836816 144401

Kappa 94.14 96.59 95.78 96.11 95.06 96.71 93.77 93.36 97.03 93.83 96.91
OA 95.00 97.08 96.39 96.67 95.78 97.19 94.68 94.33 97.46 94.72 97.36
AA 89.48 93.60 92.96 93.44 90.98 94.03 90.17 88.62 95.38 89.62 94.24

SA dataset
Parameters 1109184 15839360 1380480 10658644 189006440 4495576 510647 836816 16680662 836816 144401

Kappa 97.97 98.26 98.87 97.55 97.36 97.18 98.50 97.29 97.48 97.43 99.87
OA 98.17 98.43 98.99 97.80 97.63 97.47 98.66 97.56 97.74 97.69 99.88
AA 98.96 99.00 99.51 98.85 98.65 93.28 99.15 98.81 98.87 98.87 99.88

practical and reliable estimate of the memory footprint.

D. Feature Representation

t-SNE is a dimensionality reduction technique used to
visualize high-dimensional data by projecting it into a lower-
dimensional space. It works by preserving the pairwise dis-
tances between data points, ensuring that similar points in
the high-dimensional space remain close in the reduced space.
This is achieved through a cost function based on Kullback-
Leibler divergence, which measures the difference between
probability distributions in both spaces. The algorithm itera-
tively adjusts the positions of points in the lower-dimensional
space to minimize this divergence, ensuring that meaningful
spatial relationships are retained.

In this study, t-SNE is employed to assess the feature
representations learned by the GraphMamba model. Figures
6a, 6b, 6c, 6d, and 6e show the t-SNE visualizations for
the PU, PC, SA, UH, and HC datasets, respectively. These
visualizations demonstrate the model’s ability to distinguish
between different classes, validating its effectiveness in feature
learning across various datasets. The clear clustering observed

in these visualizations indicates that the model successfully
captures the inherent structure in the data, enhancing classifi-
cation accuracy.

V. COMPARATIVE RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The comparative analysis, presented in Table III and Figures
7, 8, 9, 11, and 10, evaluates various models for HSI classi-
fication across multiple datasets. The analysis highlights key
performance metrics such as overall accuracy (OA), average
accuracy (AA), Kappa coefficient (κ), and the number of train-
able parameters. The models compared include CNN-based
models (2D CNN, 3D CNN, and HybCNN) and transformer-
based models (Hybrid-ViT, Hir-ViT, and SSViT).

As shown in Table III, GraphMamba consistently has the
fewest parameters across all datasets compared to other mod-
els, significantly reducing complexity. For example, on the PU
dataset, GraphMamba has only 143,498 parameters, far fewer
than 2DCNN (1.1M) or Hybrid-ViT (835K), demonstrating its
lightweight architecture. Despite the lower parameter count,
GraphMamba achieves the highest accuracy on most datasets,
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(a) 2DCNN (b) 3DCNN (c) HCNN (d) 2DIN (e) 3DIN (f) HIN (g) GCNN (h) HViT (i) Hir ViT (j) SST
(k)
GMamba

Fig. 7: The predicted ground truth maps for the HC dataset are presented for various state-of-the-art methods alongside
GraphMamba. While most competing methods achieve similar accuracy, their parameter efficiency is limited and too high for
deployment on resource-constrained devices, in contrast to GraphMamba.

(a) 2DCNN (b) 3DCNN (c) HCNN (d) 2DIN (e) 3DIN (f) HyIN (g) GCNN (h) HViT (i) Hir ViT (j) SST
(k)
GMamba

Fig. 8: The predicted ground truth maps for the PU dataset are presented for various state-of-the-art methods along with
GraphMamba.

(a) 2DCNN (b) 3DCNN (c) HCNN (d) 2DIN (e) 3DIN (f) HybIN (g) GCNN (h) HViT (i) Hir ViT (j) SST
(k)
GMamba

Fig. 9: The predicted ground truth maps for the SA dataset are presented for various state-of-the-art methods along with
GraphMamba.

including PU, SA, and UH, where it surpasses other models
in OA, AA, and Kappa scores.

On the PU dataset, GraphMamba achieves an impressive
99.51% OA and 99.36% Kappa, outperforming all other
models, including Hybrid CNNs, CNN-based models, and
Transformer-based models. A similar performance trend is
observed across other datasets such as SA and UH, where
GraphMamba consistently surpasses existing models in accu-
racy. For instance, on the SA dataset, GraphMamba achieves

99.12% OA, outperforming SSViT (97.69%) and Hybrid-ViT
(97.56%). Additionally, GraphMamba demonstrates superior
model reliability with a consistent Kappa above 99% across
several datasets, highlighting its effectiveness in reducing
classification errors and enhancing spatial-spectral feature
learning.

On the PC dataset, although GraphMamba does not secure
the top spot for OA, it still performs competitively, achieving a
Kappa of 98.92% and an OA of 99.23%. This demonstrates its



JOURNAL OF LATEX CLASS FILES, 10

(a) 2DCNN (b) 3DCNN (c) HCNN (d) 2DIN (e) 3DIN (f) HIN (g) GCNN (h) HViT (i) Hir ViT (j) SST
(k)
GMamba

Fig. 10: The predicted ground truth maps for the PC dataset are presented for various state-of-the-art methods along with
GraphMamba.

(a) 2DCNN (b) 3DCNN

(c) HybCNN (d) 2DIN

(e) 3DIN (f) HybIN

(g) Attention Graph CNN (h) Hybrid ViT

(i) Hir ViT (j) SST

(k) GraphMamba

Fig. 11: The predicted ground truth maps for the UH dataset are presented for various state-of-the-art methods along with the
GraphMamba.

ability to generalize well across various datasets and maintain
strong performance even in challenging cases. On the HC
dataset, GraphMamba achieves an OA of 97.36% and an AA
of 94.24%, outperforming models such as 2DCNN, 3DCNN,
and Transformer variants, further reinforcing its strength in
datasets with complex spectral-spatial relationships.

GraphMamba introduces an advanced architecture that
leverages graph-based token interactions and hybrid state-
space modeling to enhance classification performance. Its
lightweight nature, evidenced by its minimal parameter
count, makes it highly efficient for real-world applica-

tions. Furthermore, its robust performance across multi-
ple datasets—surpassing conventional CNN and Transformer
models in accuracy—demonstrates its effectiveness in cap-
turing spectral-spatial relationships in HSIs. The strength of
the GraphMamba model lies in its ability to maintain high
classification accuracy while operating with fewer parameters
and potentially less favorable computational environments.
This demonstrates the model’s adaptability and its potential
for deployment in resource-constrained scenarios. In summary,
GraphMamba is a highly promising model for HSI classi-
fication, offering an optimal balance between efficiency and
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accuracy. Its performance across multiple datasets highlights
the effectiveness of its graph-based approach, enabling it
to outperform state-of-the-art CNN and Transformer models
while utilizing significantly fewer computational resources.

In terms of visual outcomes, as shown in Figures 7, 8, 9, 10,
and 11, GraphMamba consistently produces superior predicted
ground truth maps across all datasets, outperforming state-of-
the-art models in various aspects. For instance, in the PC and
PU datasets, GraphMamba demonstrates remarkable spatial
coherence and class separability—key factors for precise HSI
classification—while utilizing significantly fewer parameters.
This level of visual and quantitative consistency is also evident
in the HC, SA, and UH datasets, where GraphMamba gener-
ates maps that are comparable to, and often surpass, those pro-
duced by more parameter-heavy models like 3DCNN, 3DIN,
and Hir-ViT. A key advantage of GraphMamba is its ability to
deliver these high-quality results while minimizing model size
and computational complexity, making it highly suitable for
real-world applications in resource-constrained environments,
such as UAV-based HSI systems. The model’s superior bal-
ance of accuracy, efficiency, and simplicity establishes it as
a leading solution for HSI classification tasks, consistently
outperforming its counterparts across various contexts.

VI. COMPUTATIONAL COMPLEXITY

The computational complexity of GraphMamba is analyzed
by examining key components such as token generation,
graph construction, cross-attention, feature fusion, and the
state-space model. The token generation layer involves two
convolutional operations: a spatial convolution with a kernel
size of 3 × 3 and spectral convolutions with a kernel size of
1 × 1. The complexity of the convolutional layer is given by
O(HWC ·K2 ·F ), where H , W , and C represent the height,
width, and channels of the input, K is the kernel size, and F is
the number of features. For the spatial convolution, this results
in O(HWC · F · 9) operations per layer, while the spectral
convolution, with a smaller kernel size, results in O(HWC ·F )
operations. Tokenization, which involves dense operations on
flattened spatial and spectral tokens, introduces an additional
O(HW · F 2) complexity for each tokenization step.

The token graph construction involves computing an adja-
cency matrix using inner products, which has a complexity
of O(T 2 · F ), where T is the number of tokens and F is
the output dimensionality. Selecting prioritized tokens and
constructing the graph involves sorting operations with a
complexity of O(T log T ). The graph-based feature processing
is handled by multiplying the adjacency matrix with the token
matrix, resulting in O(T 2 · F ) operations. The cross-attention
mechanism requires matrix multiplications between the query,
key, and value matrices, with a complexity of O(TQ ·TK ·F ),
where TK is the number of key and value tokens, TQ is the
number of query tokens, and F is the feature dimensionality.
The attention weights are computed and used to aggregate
values, which also have a complexity of O(TQ · TK ·F ). The
fusion layer combines the outputs from the graph and attention
mechanisms through dense operations, concatenations, and
reshaping, leading to a complexity of O(T · F 2), where T

is the token count and F is the feature dimension. Finally, the
state-space model, implemented via a GRU, has a complexity
of O(T · F · S), where T is the number of tokens, F is the
feature dimension, and S is the state size.

VII. CONCLUSIONS AND FUTURE RESEARCH DIRECTIONS

HSI (Hyperspectral Image) classification plays a pivotal
role in various high-impact domains such as environmental
monitoring and urban planning. Although traditional methods
and deep learning techniques have made significant strides,
they often struggle to capture the complex spatial-spectral
relationships inherent in hyperspectral data while managing
the associated computational complexity. In this research,
we introduce GraphMamba, a groundbreaking model de-
signed to overcome these challenges. By combining spectral-
spatial token generation, graph-based token prioritization,
cross-attention mechanisms, and state-space modeling, Graph-
Mamba effectively captures intricate spatial-spectral depen-
dencies and dynamically prioritizes essential features. This
novel integration enables superior classification accuracy and
scalability, especially in large-scale and complex datasets.
Extensive experimental results demonstrate that GraphMamba
not only outperforms current state-of-the-art models in both
accuracy and efficiency but also sets a new benchmark for
computational efficiency in hyperspectral image classification.
Looking ahead, further optimization of the model’s com-
putational efficiency, particularly in graph-based operations
and attention mechanisms, is essential for enabling real-time
applications and handling even larger datasets. Additionally,
enhancing the model’s robustness in noisy, incomplete, or
less-controlled data environments will open new avenues for
practical deployment. Future research may explore innova-
tive approaches, such as integrating meta-learning and self-
supervised techniques, to push the boundaries of feature ex-
traction and classification, ensuring that GraphMamba remains
at the forefront of HSI classification advancements.

REFERENCES

[1] D. Hong, B. Zhang, X. Li, Y. Li, C. Li, J. Yao, N. Yokoya, H. Li,
P. Ghamisi, X. Jia et al., “Spectralgpt: Spectral remote sensing foun-
dation model,” IEEE Transactions on Pattern Analysis and Machine
Intelligence, 2024.

[2] T. Liu, Y. F. Li, H. Liu, Z. Zhang, and S. Liu, “Risir: Rapid infrared
spectral imaging restoration model for industrial material detection in
intelligent video systems,” IEEE Transactions on Industrial Informatics,
pp. 1–1, 2019.

[3] M. Ahmad and M. Mazzara, “Scsnet: Sharpened cosine similarity-based
neural network for hyperspectral image classification,” IEEE Geoscience
and Remote Sensing Letters, vol. 21, pp. 1–4, 2024.

[4] G. P. Sabin, F. L. F. Soares, D. L. D. De Freitas, H. V.
de Oliveira Silva, C. de Melo Molinari Ortiz Antunes, E. A.
Mohamed, C. A. Teixeira, C. Assis, V. G. K. Cardoso, and
M. Volochen, “Chapter 5 - hyperspectral imaging applications,” in
Chemometrics, F. A. N. Fernandes, S. Rodrigues, and E. G. A.
Filho, Eds. Elsevier, 2024, pp. 91–123. [Online]. Available: https:
//www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/B9780443214936000058

[5] J. Yao, X. Cao, D. Hong, X. Wu, D. Meng, J. Chanussot, and Z. Xu,
“Semi-active convolutional neural networks for hyperspectral image
classification,” IEEE Transactions on Geoscience and Remote Sensing,
vol. 60, pp. 1–15, 2022.

[6] A. Picon, O. Ghita, P. F. Whelan, and P. M. Iriondo, “Fuzzy spectral and
spatial feature integration for classification of nonferrous materials in
hyperspectral data,” IEEE Transactions on Industrial Informatics, vol. 5,
no. 4, pp. 483–494, 2009.

https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/B9780443214936000058
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/B9780443214936000058


JOURNAL OF LATEX CLASS FILES, 12

[7] M. Ahmad, “Ground truth labeling and samples selection for
hyperspectral image classification,” Optik, vol. 230, p. 166267, 2021.
[Online]. Available: https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/
S0030402621000103

[8] J. Long, Y. Zhan, Z. Pang, T. Zhou, X. Li, L. Lan, and Y. Peng, “Joint
spatial–spectral optimization for the high-magnification fusion of hyper-
spectral and multispectral images,” IEEE Transactions on Geoscience
and Remote Sensing, vol. 62, pp. 1–19, 2024.

[9] H. Qin, T. Xu, P. Liu, J. Xu, and J. Li, “Dmssn: Distilled mixed
spectral–spatial network for hyperspectral salient object detection,” IEEE
Transactions on Geoscience and Remote Sensing, vol. 62, pp. 1–18,
2024.

[10] M. Ahmad, S. Shabbir, S. K. Roy, D. Hong, X. Wu, J. Yao, A. M. Khan,
M. Mazzara, S. Distefano, and J. Chanussot, “Hyperspectral image clas-
sification—traditional to deep models: A survey for future prospects,”
IEEE Journal of Selected Topics in Applied Earth Observations and
Remote Sensing, vol. 15, pp. 968–999, 2022.

[11] M. S. Chowdhury, “Comparison of accuracy and reliability of random
forest, support vector machine, artificial neural network and maximum
likelihood method in land use/cover classification of urban setting,”
Environmental Challenges, vol. 14, p. 100800, 2024. [Online]. Available:
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2667010023001233

[12] X. Wu, D. Hong, and J. Chanussot, “Convolutional neural networks for
multimodal remote sensing data classification,” IEEE Transactions on
Geoscience and Remote Sensing, vol. 60, pp. 1–10, 2021.

[13] V. Kumar, R. S. Singh, M. Rambabu, and Y. Dua, “Deep
learning for hyperspectral image classification: A survey,” Computer
Science Review, vol. 53, p. 100658, 2024. [Online]. Available:
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S157401372400042X

[14] X. Peng, G. He, G. Wang, R. Yin, and J. Wang, “A weakly supervised
semantic segmentation framework for medium-resolution forest classi-
fication with noisy labels and gf-1 wfv images,” IEEE Transactions on
Geoscience and Remote Sensing, pp. 1–1, 2024.

[15] J. Yin, Y. Wang, and J. Hu, “A new dimensionality reduction algorithm
for hyperspectral image using evolutionary strategy,” IEEE Transactions
on Industrial Informatics, vol. 8, no. 4, pp. 935–943, 2012.

[16] B. G. Ram, P. Oduor, C. Igathinathane, K. Howatt, and X. Sun, “A
systematic review of hyperspectral imaging in precision agriculture:
Analysis of its current state and future prospects,” Computers and Elec-
tronics in Agriculture, vol. 222, p. 109037, 2024. [Online]. Available:
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0168169924004289

[17] V. A. A. Daniel, K. Vijayalakshmi, P. P. Pawar, D. Kumar,
A. Bhuvanesh, and A. J. Christilda, “Enhanced affinity propagation
clustering with a modified extreme learning machine for segmentation
and classification of hyperspectral imaging,” e-Prime - Advances
in Electrical Engineering, Electronics and Energy, vol. 9, p.
100704, 2024. [Online]. Available: https://www.sciencedirect.com/
science/article/pii/S2772671124002845

[18] L. Thomas Ramos and A. D. Sappa, “Multispectral semantic segmen-
tation for land cover classification: An overview,” IEEE Journal of
Selected Topics in Applied Earth Observations and Remote Sensing,
vol. 17, pp. 14 295–14 336, 2024.

[19] M. S. Hossain, M. Al-Hammadi, and G. Muhammad, “Automatic fruit
classification using deep learning for industrial applications,” IEEE
Transactions on Industrial Informatics, vol. 15, no. 2, pp. 1027–1034,
2019.

[20] M. Ahmad, U. Ghous, D. Hong, A. M. Khan, J. Yao, S. Wang, and
J. Chanussot, “A disjoint samples-based 3d-cnn with active transfer
learning for hyperspectral image classification,” IEEE Transactions on
Geoscience and Remote Sensing, vol. 60, pp. 1–16, 2022.

[21] J. Deng, D. Hong, C. Li, J. Yao, Z. Yang, Z. Zhang, and J. Chanussot,
“Rustqnet: Multimodal deep learning for quantitative inversion of wheat
stripe rust disease index,” Computers and Electronics in Agriculture, vol.
225, p. 109245, 2024.

[22] Y. Guo, H. Cao, J. Bai, and Y. Bai, “High efficient deep feature extraction
and classification of spectral-spatial hyperspectral image using cross
domain convolutional neural networks,” IEEE Journal of Selected Topics
in Applied Earth Observations and Remote Sensing, vol. 12, no. 1, pp.
345–356, 2019.

[23] C. Li, B. Zhang, D. Hong, X. Jia, A. Plaza, and J. Chanussot, “Learning
disentangled priors for hyperspectral anomaly detection: A coupling
model-driven and data-driven paradigm,” IEEE Transactions on Neural
Networks and Learning Systems, 2024.

[24] M. Ahmad, A. M. Khan, M. Mazzara, S. Distefano, M. Ali, and
M. S. Sarfraz, “A fast and compact 3-d cnn for hyperspectral image
classification,” IEEE Geoscience and Remote Sensing Letters, vol. 19,
pp. 1–5, 2022.

[25] Y. Kong, X. Wang, and Y. Cheng, “Spectral–spatial feature extraction for
hsi classification based on supervised hypergraph and sample expanded
cnn,” IEEE Journal of Selected Topics in Applied Earth Observations
and Remote Sensing, vol. 11, no. 11, pp. 4128–4140, 2018.

[26] U. A. Bhatti, Z. Yu, J. Chanussot, Z. Zeeshan, L. Yuan, W. Luo, S. A.
Nawaz, M. A. Bhatti, Q. U. Ain, and A. Mehmood, “Local similarity-
based spatial–spectral fusion hyperspectral image classification with
deep cnn and gabor filtering,” IEEE Transactions on Geoscience and
Remote Sensing, vol. 60, pp. 1–15, 2022.

[27] M. Ahmad, S. Distifano, A. M. Khan, M. Mazzara, C. Li, J. Yao,
H. Li, J. Aryal, G. Vivone, and D. Hong, “A comprehensive
survey for hyperspectral image classification: The evolution from
conventional to transformers,” 2024. [Online]. Available: https:
//arxiv.org/abs/2404.14955

[28] Z. Wang, Y. Ma, and Y. Zhang, “Review of pixel-level remote sensing
image fusion based on deep learning,” Information Fusion, vol. 90,
pp. 36–58, 2023. [Online]. Available: https://www.sciencedirect.com/
science/article/pii/S1566253522001403

[29] V. S. Martins, A. L. Kaleita, B. K. Gelder, H. L. da Silveira,
and C. A. Abe, “Exploring multiscale object-based convolutional
neural network (multi-ocnn) for remote sensing image classification
at high spatial resolution,” ISPRS Journal of Photogrammetry and
Remote Sensing, vol. 168, pp. 56–73, 2020. [Online]. Available:
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0924271620302124

[30] X. Wu, D. Hong, and J. Chanussot, “Uiu-net: U-net in u-net for infrared
small object detection,” IEEE Transactions on Image Processing, vol. 32,
pp. 364–376, 2022.

[31] Q. Yu, W. Wei, D. Li, Z. Pan, C. Li, and D. Hong, “Hypersinet: A
synergetic interaction network combined with convolution and trans-
former for hyperspectral image classification,” IEEE Transactions on
Geoscience and Remote Sensing, 2024.

[32] M. Ahmad, U. Ghous, M. Usama, and M. Mazzara, “Waveformer: Spec-
tral–spatial wavelet transformer for hyperspectral image classification,”
IEEE Geoscience and Remote Sensing Letters, vol. 21, pp. 1–5, 2024.

[33] X. Li, D. Hong, and J. Chanussot, “S2mae: A spatial-spectral pretraining
foundation model for spectral remote sensing data,” in Proceedings of
the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition,
2024, pp. 24 088–24 097.

[34] C. Li, B. Zhang, D. Hong, J. Zhou, G. Vivone, S. Li, and J. Chanus-
sot, “Casformer: Cascaded transformers for fusion-aware computational
hyperspectral imaging,” Information Fusion, vol. 108, p. 102408, 2024.

[35] M. Ahmad, M. Usama, A. M. Khan, S. Distefano, H. A. Altuwaijri,
and M. Mazzara, “Spatial–spectral transformer with conditional position
encoding for hyperspectral image classification,” IEEE Geoscience and
Remote Sensing Letters, vol. 21, pp. 1–5, 2024.

[36] Y. Wu, L. Jiao, X. Liu, F. Liu, S. Yang, and L. Li, “Domain adaptation-
aware transformer for hyperspectral object tracking,” IEEE Transactions
on Circuits and Systems for Video Technology, pp. 1–1, 2024.

[37] J. Ma, Y. Zou, X. Tang, X. Zhang, F. Liu, and L. Jiao, “Spatial pooling
transformer network and noise-tolerant learning for noisy hyperspectral
image classification,” IEEE Transactions on Geoscience and Remote
Sensing, vol. 62, pp. 1–19, 2024.

[38] M. Ahmad, M. H. F. Butt, M. Mazzara, S. Distefano, A. M. Khan, and
H. A. Altuwaijri, “Pyramid hierarchical spatial-spectral transformer for
hyperspectral image classification,” IEEE Journal of Selected Topics in
Applied Earth Observations and Remote Sensing, vol. 17, pp. 17 681–
17 689, 2024.

[39] C. Chen, Y. Wu, Q. Dai, H.-Y. Zhou, M. Xu, S. Yang, X. Han, and
Y. Yu, “A survey on graph neural networks and graph transformers in
computer vision: A task-oriented perspective,” IEEE Transactions on
Pattern Analysis and Machine Intelligence, pp. 1–20, 2024.

[40] A. Liang, X. Chai, Y. Sun, and M. Guizani, “Gtformer: Graph-based
temporal-order-aware transformer for long-term series forecasting,”
IEEE Internet of Things Journal, pp. 1–1, 2024.

[41] B. Li, H. Li, Y. Zhu, and D. Zhao, “Mat: Morphological adaptive trans-
former for universal morphology policy learning,” IEEE Transactions on
Cognitive and Developmental Systems, vol. 16, no. 4, pp. 1611–1621,
2024.

[42] P. Wang, M. Lu, W. Yan, D. Yang, and Z. Liu, “Graph structure
learning with automatic search of hyperparameters based on genetic pro-
gramming,” IEEE Transactions on Emerging Topics in Computational
Intelligence, pp. 1–10, 2024.

[43] Y. Li, Y. Luo, L. Zhang, Z. Wang, and B. Du, “Mambahsi: Spa-
tial–spectral mamba for hyperspectral image classification,” IEEE Trans-
actions on Geoscience and Remote Sensing, vol. 62, pp. 1–16, 2024.

[44] M. Ahmad, M. H. F. Butt, M. Usama, H. A. Altuwaijri, M. Mazzara,
and S. Distefano, “Multi-head spatial-spectral mamba for hyperspectral

https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0030402621000103
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0030402621000103
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2667010023001233
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S157401372400042X
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0168169924004289
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2772671124002845
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2772671124002845
https://arxiv.org/abs/2404.14955
https://arxiv.org/abs/2404.14955
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1566253522001403
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1566253522001403
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0924271620302124


JOURNAL OF LATEX CLASS FILES, 13

image classification,” 2024. [Online]. Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/
2408.01224

[45] C. Wang, J. Huang, M. Lv, H. Du, Y. Wu, and R. Qin, “A local enhanced
mamba network for hyperspectral image classification,” International
Journal of Applied Earth Observation and Geoinformation, vol. 133,
p. 104092, 2024. [Online]. Available: https://www.sciencedirect.com/
science/article/pii/S1569843224004461

[46] X. Shi, Y. Zhang, K. Liu, Z. Wen, W. Wang, T. Zhang, and
J. Li, “State space models meet transformers for hyperspectral image
classification,” Signal Processing, p. 109669, 2024. [Online]. Available:
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0165168424002895

[47] J. Yao, D. Hong, C. Li, and J. Chanussot, “Spectralmamba: Effi-
cient mamba for hyperspectral image classification,” arXiv preprint
arXiv:2404.08489, 2024.

[48] M. Ahmad, M. Usama, M. Mazzara, and S. Distefano, “Wavemamba:
Spatial-spectral wavelet mamba for hyperspectral image classification,”
IEEE Geoscience and Remote Sensing Letters, vol. 22, pp. 1–5, 2025.

[49] M. Ahmad, M. H. F. Butt, M. Usama, A. M. Khan, M. Mazzara,
S. Distefano, H. A. Altuwaijri, S. K. Roy, J. Chanussot, and
D. Hong, “Spatial-spectral morphological mamba for hyperspectral
image classification,” 2024. [Online]. Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/
2408.01372

[50] W. Zhou, S. ichiro Kamata, H. Wang, M. S. Wong, and H. C. Hou,
“Mamba-in-mamba: Centralized mamba-cross-scan in tokenized mamba
model for hyperspectral image classification,” Neurocomputing, vol.
613, p. 128751, 2025. [Online]. Available: https://www.sciencedirect.
com/science/article/pii/S0925231224015224

[51] Q. Liu, J. Yue, Y. Fang, S. Xia, and L. Fang, “Hypermamba: A spectral-
spatial adaptive mamba for hyperspectral image classification,” IEEE
Transactions on Geoscience and Remote Sensing, pp. 1–1, 2024.

[52] D. Liao, Q. Wang, T. Lai, and H. Huang, “Joint classification of
hyperspectral and lidar data based on mamba,” IEEE Transactions on
Geoscience and Remote Sensing, vol. 62, pp. 1–15, 2024.

[53] G. Zhao, H. Wu, D. Luo, X. Ou, and Y. Zhang, “Spatial–spectral
interaction super-resolution cnn–mamba network for fusion of satellite
hyperspectral and multispectral image,” IEEE Journal of Selected Topics
in Applied Earth Observations and Remote Sensing, vol. 17, pp. 18 489–
18 501, 2024.

[54] J. Sheng, J. Zhou, J. Wang, P. Ye, and J. Fan, “Dualmamba:
A lightweight spectral-spatial mamba-convolution network for
hyperspectral image classification,” 2024. [Online]. Available:
https://arxiv.org/abs/2406.07050

https://arxiv.org/abs/2408.01224
https://arxiv.org/abs/2408.01224
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1569843224004461
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1569843224004461
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0165168424002895
https://arxiv.org/abs/2408.01372
https://arxiv.org/abs/2408.01372
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0925231224015224
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0925231224015224
https://arxiv.org/abs/2406.07050

	Introduction
	Methodology
	Spatial and Spectral Token Generation
	Token Prioritization and Graph Construction
	Cross-Attention Mechanism
	GRU-based State Space Model

	Experimental Datasets
	Ablation Study
	Impact of Training Samples
	Impact of Attention and Graph Tokenization
	Training Time, Inference Time, and Memory Requirements
	Feature Representation

	Comparative Results and Discussion
	Computational Complexity
	Conclusions and Future Research Directions
	References

